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In accordance with the foregoing, claims 1-8 have been emended. No new matter is 
being presented, and approval and entry are respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-8 are pending and under consideration. Reconsideration is respectfully 
requested. 

REJECTION UNDER 35 U.S.C. §112: 

A. In the Office Action, at pages 2-3, numbered paragraph 3, claims 1-8 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, for the reasons set forth therein. This rejection is 
traversed and reconsideration is requested. 

Claims 1-8 have been amended to change 'transaction form" to recite 
—transaction type— and to add the terminology -—the transaction type being either one of a 
service request from a store terminal or a service request from an Intemet store server—. 
These amendments are based on the description at page 11, line 17 to page 12, line 1 of the 
specification, where ''a detemiining process is carried out as to whether the transaction form 
corresponding to the store code in the received service request relates to the Intemet or any 
other (nomial) transaction form," "Normar or "Interner represents types of transactions canied 
out in a normal store or an Intemet store, respectively. In order to clarify this feature, the 
terminology "the transaction type being either one of a service request from a store terminal or a 
service request from an Internet store server^ was added, based on the description at page 8, 
lines 3 to 5» 

IHence, amended claims 1-8 are submitted to be in allowable form under 35 U.S.C. §112, 
first paragraph. 

B. In the Office Action, at pages 3-4, numbered paragraph 4, claims 1-8 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C, §1 12, second paragraph, for the reasons set forth therein. This rejectfon is 
traversed and reconsideration is requested. 

For clarity, in claims 1-8, the terminology "transaction fonm'' has been amended to recite 
— transaction type — as discussed above. 

Hence, amended claims 1-8 are now submitted to be clear and in allowable form under 
35 U^S.C. §112, second paragraph. 
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In the Office Action, at pages 4-5, numbered paragraph 6, claims 1-8 were rejected 



under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by USPN 7,136,835 B1 by Flitcrofl et al. 
(hereafter, Ritcroft). This rejection is traversed and reconsfderation Is requested. 

Claims 1-8 have been amended for clarity a$ noted above. 

It is respectfully submitted that Rifcroft fails to disclose storing the credit limit 
coirrespondlng to the transaction type and making a determination as to whether the credit 
amount Is within the credit limit, as is set forth in amended independent claims 1-8. Flitcroft also 
fells to teach storing the store identification Inforniatlon In a first storing unit, as described below. 

In Ritcroft, as disclosed at column 9, lines 42-65, a limited-use credit card system 100 
comprises a central processing station 102 which receives and processes remotely generated 
credit card transactions. The credit card transactions can originate from a merchant in the 
conventional manner, or from a remote electronic device 104 such as a personal computer via 
the Internet 112. As disclosed at column 9, line 66 to column 10, line 21, the central processing 
station 102 Includes a central processing unit 120 which has access to a database of credit card 
numbers 124, and a central database 122 referred to as a condition database. A subset 126 of 
the credit card number database 124 is designated as being available for limited use. The 



conditional database 122 also stores mapping between a customers fixed master credit card 
number and any associated limited-use credit cards. 

As disclosed at column 10, lines 22 to 30. of Ritcroft. the central processing unit 
intemalty perform the approval and denial of credit card transaction requests by making 
reference to credit history Information and other information in the conventional manner. The 
central processing station transmits the limited-use credit card numbers to customers. 

Further, as disclosed at column 16, lines 48-67, of Flitcroft, the limitation placed on 
limited-use card numbers can be used to Implement a wide range of payment options. 

Thus, as set forth above, Flitcroft places a limitation on limited-use card numbers, falls to 
disclose storing the credit limit corresponding to the transaction type, and fails to store the stor^ 
identification infomr)ation in a first storing unit, as is accomplished by amended independent 
claims 1 -6 of the present invention. 

Hence, it is respectfully submitted that amended claims 1-8 are not anticipated under 
35 U.S.C. §1 02(e) by USPN 7,136,835 B1 (Ritcroft et al). 
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In accordance with the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that all outstanding 
objections and rejections have been overcome and/or rendered moot, and further that all 
pending claims patentably distinguish over the prior art Thus, there being no further 
outstanding objections or rejections, the application is submitted as being in condition for 
allowance which action is earnestly solicited. 

If the Examiner has any remaining issues to be addressed, it is believed that prosecution 
can be expedited by the Examiner contacting the undersigned attorney for a telephone Interview 
to discuss resolution of such issues. 

If there are any underpayments or overpayments of fees associated with the filing of this 
Amendment please charge and/or credit the same to our Deposit Account No. 1 9-3935. 



1201 New York Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 700 

Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 



Respectfully submitted, 



STAAS & HALSEY LLP 
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